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3-DW Daniel Whittaker
3-DLS Dana L. Stewart
3-PS1 Patricia Standring
3-Gs1 Gayle Spencer
3-BS Barrett Sherwood
3-MR Matthew Roman
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3-MK Mary Kimball
3-TK1 Tara Kamath
3-LP1 Lauri Provencher
3-TK2 Teresa Kruse
3-CL Christopher Lish
3-SL.2 Sherry Lizardo
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3-BD Bonnie Dombrowski
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3-DN Dorothy Norris
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

Modified Form Letters 1

Te: 19166536077 From: 2022091050 2-02-3F lildpm p. 9 of 10 )
Febrary 01, 2006
Pael A Marshail
Cabifarmia ol Wiater Retcurees
Scuth Delta Branch
1416 Gth Strest, 2nd fosr
Sacramesto, CA B5814
Daar Mr. Marshall,
We canact take water et of delieate ecouystems which are intagral to the health of sur environmen. Whis | arm sware that we are abeys short of JG-1
m I bellewe we s ed to Tisd e for e wal er resowrces we Baes Bl Sar diposal.
mm 1o affer mey cormany mmhlmhplu rmlml‘mhmﬂlﬁ Imprevements Program, particularly regarding
18 part of the projet that wosld increase the masimom pumping Emil for the sisls waber project’s Deka pumps o 8300 cublc feet pe second, |
wmmmmmuﬂmmul-duldwa;umaR}Mlumhhl*nﬁrbﬂthmlmm
[ wrge you lowithdraw the draft savirsamental impadt report and use & few dralt with a preferred altemative that includes 2 significant reduction in
Dalta waber dhversions. The anabeds of this alenative should isclude pobential emvironmental besefits, how waler corservation asd cifer proves waler
managament loaks can hals the slats mest its flture waler seeds, and haw suzh B redectien, combined with investments in other water supsly sounces,
eould mpreve the reisbilty of urban waler supplies.
| whio rge you 1o inchede, in the new prefemed afemative, at leatt a5 moch water deds and probection s s requined by
e state™s plan 1o prodect and restone bhe dela — the CALFED Bay-Delta Plas, mwunw:unwwmumummm
peotections in that plan that have been undemmined during the past five years.
Finaly, | mrge you 1o ssue a fol draft environmental impact repart on the proposal (o increase B siate waler project™s maxirmum porping WeR once
Impreved scentific information s avalable regarding he cavses of the delta’s decine and once this cecline kas besa reversed.
Sncaredy,
Jeasine Qibcaher
6225 Mayfieid Ave
La Crascamta, CA 1 714-2372
UsA
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,

Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

To: 19166535077 From: 2022831060 7-06-06 1l:dlam p. 3 ef 10
February 0%, 2006
Paul A. Marshall
Califoreis Depariment of Water Resowrces
Seuth Delta Branch
1416 Sth Sireat. Tnd foor
Sucraments, CA F5814
Diear Mr. Marshall,
A a citizen and resident in the Bay ares, | am sending this mesmge o offer oy comments on the drafl emvironmental impact repert/statemeat for the
South Delts Impoovemsnts Program, pasticslarly regarding the pact of the project that would increase the maxinum pusping [Bmil for the slals walcr
project’s Deks pemps to 8400 cubic foel per second, 1 stronghy believe that this project is umscessary and could Runther damage a Bay-Delts
poosystem il has already been hasmed by excessive water diversions and thal waler cosservatios we reuse of grey water should be o prionity. | RG-1
I strenghy #2 withdraw the draft enviraments| kmpact report and issue a sew draft with » prefered akemative 1hat includes 8 significant
seduction in Delta water diversions. The unabysis of ths abcenative shosid inchude potertin envirommental bee s, how water conservation and ather
preven waler muangemest tooks can help the state mett ity fisbere water needs, and how sach a reduction, combined with ivestments in other waler
sepply sources, coukd improve the neliability of urban water asgpplies
[ akto st yeu 1o nclade, |n the new prefered alterrative, al beast as much water dedicated o ecosystem resioration and protection as is
rmm?&ﬁﬁm 1 protect mnd restore the delta - B CALFED Bay-Deits Plan. The Department of Water Resoarces should work 1o restare
b delta peotections in that plan that have been ondermined during the past Bve years.
Flmally, 1 s Lo i full draft cavirommental impact repert o the proposal b increass the state waler project’s mXimum puriping it
:“ITL d I:E::;:c forms l- is wvmbable rejparding the causes of the della's decling awd once this decbne fns been revarsed.
Sinzerely,
Radert Gredf
121 Michelle Dr
Cunphell, CA 55008
US4
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

To: 191€6536077 From: 2022891050 1-30-06 L1:2%pm p. 3 of 10

1-RT &

January 29, 2008

Paul A. Marshal

Californin Departmant of Water Resources
South Delta Branch

1418 $th Street, 2nd floor

Sacramento, CA DEE14

Dear Mr. Marahall,

These are my commanis on the draft enviroamental impact report/siat t for the Sowuth Della
Improvements Program. | am particularly concemed by the proposed ir in the i ping Fmit

for the Delta pumps to 8,500 cubic foet per second. The delta has already expadenced a great reduction in

freah waler which has reduced the eatuary fish population to historic lowa. The proposed pumping increase

will further damage the Bay-Delta ecosysiem. We need lo think of more creative ways to gain the water we | RT-1
need, incleding conservation and recycling.

To implement such a program; | urge you to withdraw the current draflt envireamental impact report. Then in
the nexi few months issve & new draft which includes a preferred alt tive that prop a aignificant
raduction in Delta water diversions. The analysis of such an alternative should take into account its evident
environmental benefita. It should include tecknig for wolter conservation and other proven waler
management taols so that the state can uie to meet fubure water aeada.

The Department of Water Res s should restore the delta protections for the CALFED Bay-Delta Plan that
have been endermined during the past five years. To accomplish this the new preferred alternative should
dedicate a8 much water 1o ecosystem resloration and protection ns is mandated by the plan,

Sincerely,

Ruth Trostschler

184 Lockhart Lane

Los Altos, CA 840222121
usa
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation,

and the California Department of Water Resources

To: 19166535077 From: 2032451060 -07-06 1:i%pm p. 1 oL

1-PM1 7

Febouacy 07, 2006

Faal A, Mazehall

Califormis Department of Waker Resources
South Dalts Beanchk

1416 Gtk Sreaat, 2nd flooe

Sacramento, Ch B5R14

Jeag Meg. Marekball,

My family & 1 ave defiritsly warting to protect the Soush Delta. This peaject prosored will eely destroy &he PMA-1
eccoyaten of Ebe viole area. It will be devastatieg for wilclife.

I am writisg te off4f my comsents on the draft snvicoampntal Lmpact report/sistement Lor the Seuth Delta
Isprovemaste Frogcan, paetieulacly cegardieg the part of the project that would incredss bhe marimum punpl g
linit for the state vater Scejece’s Delta pumps to §,530 cukio feet por second. I strengly believe Eaat this
project is uasecessary snd soulé further damaje & Pay-Delts eccoystex thac bas alresdy been daresd by ezcessive
WatsE diversiong.

[ uege you ts withdsaw the draft envirosnsentsl impact ceport and issus & nev draft with a acelecced alternative
that imcledes & sigrificast seductizs i Celts water diversions. The analysiz of tils sltecistive shaud imclude
potdetial sevirommsstal benefits, hev WALET CORNEIVALLOR &rd OTRAT prOVen witsr A T tooly can help the
stats meet its fubtuce water nescs, &%d hew such 3 ceducticr, caablned with Lnvestzsn 3zher water supply
seusees, coule improve the celigkilivy of urbas vater supplies.

L x PR 1 cated Co eIOIYEUem

I slao ucge yeu B3 Zpolude, in the nev poafeceed alisrnative, &% .edat &3 euch water cedicats

reptoration 4nd peetection as im required by Lhe state’s plan b3 probect amd restore the delta == tie CALFED
Iay-Telta Poan. The Depsctssat of Water Rescurces abould work £ rertore the delts protections in that plan that
awve baen endersised during the past Zive years.

Fonally, I uege you to Lesus a full deaft eovicossental —epact ceport on the propasn to lacteaze Lhe Biite
water project’s maxisus pusping limit once ispioved scientific iafarmarios is available regasdieg the cacses of
the celta’s decline asd esee this decline has beer covessed.

E_acecely.

?hy) Macells

HE 2

Albrightsvilie, PA 103109812
UER
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation
and the California Department of Water Resources ’ Form Letier Comments

To: 19166535077 s T

1-EL z/

Januazy 29, 1006

Paul A. Marahall

Califesn.a Departoent of Waler RepcuEcen
South De_ta Braach

1415 9th St-eet, Zed floor

Bacraments, CA 95824

Dear Mz. Marahall.

Wy husbamd and I are Californie ratives and have watched the enviromnmenta. changes te our Ftaka cwer

the Last Ziity yeass. We ams particularly concwrped about what L¥ happening to ocedn guality and the EL-1
Adsszruct-on and degrsdation of wetlands. As you know, the 2JCEAns are in zzouble a=d our San Frarcisco

aay &2 well. We bawve lost the filtration systes that aped to sxist and the rich habitat for [isk anc
migcatesy birds, Please don't meke things worae by sacrificing water quality further.

[ am refez=ipg to the draft envircnmental Lnpact repore/statesent for the South Delta Inprovemerts
Progeam, pasiifularly regarding the pact of the project that would incTeass the naxisum pumping limit
for the stabe water project's Delta puwips ko B, 500 cubic fest per second. I steongly believe that
gkis project i3 unmecesssry and coulé further daxage a Bay-Dalts =corystem chat has already been
aarmed by excesalve water diversions.

T wege you to withdraw the deaft eovipensental impact report Bad Lssus A Rew deaft with a preferrec
sl-srnative that includes a sigrificant reduction in pelta water divecsions. The apalysis of this
slosrmat-ve gheuld include potectial enviccnmental benelibs, how water cepsesvatien and other proven
wazer mansgesest tools can help the state meet Lts future water aeeds, amd hou sueh a reduction,
combined with Lowestments in other water SUpply SOUECES, could improve the el abilicy of urban water
supplies,

T alpo uzge you te include, in thEe new preforred altegnative, ab leass as gock water dedicated Lo
poegysten ceptoration and protection as is requiced by the state’s plan T protect and restoge the
dwlza -- the CALFED Bay-Delta Plar. The Cepartment of Waber Rascarses abould work to cestors the
dalza protecticans in that plan that have been undersined during che past ILve years.

Firally, [ urge you to issus a full craft environsental impast cepors on the proposal to dncreass the
E=aTé Wates project’s maxisum prmping limit onoe impeoved scispeific infozmatoon is available
W cogarding the canses of the delte’s ceclimve and omot this desline has Bean Teveraed.

Bincesely,

Elizabeth Leite

77 Willew Avenue

Walmut Creek, Ch 94595-161%
(E+Y
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

Ta: 19166535077 From: 2022651088 1-21-96 1l:20mm p. 6 of 10

1-PM2

Jamuary 31, 2006

Paul A Marshall

Califernia Department of Water Resources
South Delta Branch

LaLg 9th Strast, Ind fzor

‘Sacramants, CA 95814

Dhear Mr, Harshall,
You are NOT thinking ernvironmentally in any respect, ane you? PM2-1

[ am writing to affar my comments on the draft environmental impact report/statement for the South Delta Improvements Frogram,
particularly regarding the part of the project that weuld increase the maximum pumping limit for the stabe water project’s Delta
pumps to 8,500 cubic feet per second. [ strongly believa thak this project is unnecessary and could further darmage a Bay-Delta
wiedyratem thatl had alresdy been ha-med by excessive water diversions,

1 urge you te withdraw the draft environmental impack regort and kssue 3 rew draft with 2 preferred alternative that inchudes a
significant reduction |7 Dalts water diversions. The analysis of this alternative should Indude pobtentisl envirenmental benafits, *
WalEr consEraaton and other proven wabter management tools can help the state meet its future water needs, and how such a
reduction, combined with investments in other water supply scurces, could improve the reliabibty of urban water supplies.

1 also urge you to include, in the new preferred alternative, at least as much water dedicated to ecosystem restoration and
protection as is requined by the state's plan to probest anc restore the delta -- the CALFED Bay-Delta Plan. The Department of Waker
Resources should mork to restore the delta protections is that plan that save bees undermined during the past five years.

Finally, I urge you to ssue a full draft environmental imaact repart on the proposal to increase the stabe water projects mazximum

pwmp ng limit once improved scientific information is available regarding the causes of the deita's decline and cnce this decline has
been reversed.

Sincaraly,

Phyl Morella

HE 2

Albrighteville, PA 162 10-9802
usA
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

Te: 19166535077 From: 2022651058 1-20-05  6:50pm p. 6 ui 11
1-AN1 g

January 20, 2006

Paul A. Marshall

California Department of Water Resources
South Delta Branch

1416 9th Street, 2ad Aoor

Sacramerto, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Marshall,

1 am writing in opposition to any Imprevament’ @lan that will jeopardize the natural wildlife and fragile balance of the Bay-Delta, [ AN1-1
am particularily concerned sbout the draft envireamantal impact report/staterment for the South Deka Improvements Program,

particularly the part regarding the project that would increase the maximum pumping limit for the state water project's Delts pumps

to 8,500 cublc feet per second. T STRONGLY believe that this project s unnecessary and will cause severs and further damage to the
Bay-Delta ecosystem that has already been harmed by sxcessive waber diversions.

L arge you to withdraw the dralt environmental impact report and issue a new draft wth 3 prafarred alternative that includes a
significant reduction in Delta water diversions, The analysis of this alternative should include patential environmental benefits, how
water cangervation and other proven wabter management tools cam halp the siate meet it futuse waker needs, Bnd how such a
redischion, comixined with investmests in other water supply sources, could improve the reMakility of urbas water supplies.

I also urge you toinclude, in the new preferred alternative, at least as mach water dedicated to ecssyvitem rastoraticn and
protection as is required by the stabe’s plan to probect an< restore the delta -- the CALFED Bay-Delta Flan. The Department of Water
Resources should work to restore the dela protecticns in that plan that have been undermined during the past five years.

Finally, please work to issus a full draft environmental impact report on the proposal to increase the stabe water project's maimum
pumping limit once improved scientific infarmation is available regarding the causes of the delta’s decline and once this decling has
been reversed.

Sinceraly,
Alexis Hahabedian

1384 11th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94112-2205
USA
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

To: 19166536077 Froa: 2022631060 1-20-06 G:bdgm p. 5 of 1

1sL 1

Faul A. Marahall

Califern.a Depactment of Water Bescucces
Zouzh De_ta Branch

1416 Peh Sr=eet, Znd [loor

Saccamento, CA 938.4

Deac W, Marzhall,

We che people are fed wp with government cegulatory programs Seing szaffed with those who have ro
cegard Jor the environmest, seeking coly to help big industry axd Line thei: oum pockets, and witk
officials who refuse to listesn Lo scund science from bisloagists wao have been -n the field. There age
30 EAnY pIeClOUS €CoIyStems that bave disappeared under conTrete of agriculture; please do sot allew
the Sam Francisco Bay/Delta become another one. This unijue scosysczen L3 hoBe Co nany species wks
depend on the health of cme ancther for thelr survival, and pumplng wate: away fron thelr homes will SL-1
abzimate’y destroy them. I am writing to offer =y comments oo the draft envi-onmental impact
ceport/statesent for the South Dalta Inprovements Program, particilarly reqgacd-ng the part of tke
prejest that would increase the mamipunm pumping limit for the state water pooject's Delta purpe to

B, 500 cubic feet per second. 1 stecrgly believe thae this project is umnecessary asd could further
damage a Bay-Delta ecosystem that has alcendy bean harmed by excessive wates d-versions.

I mrge you 5o withdraw the draft envirommental ispact ceport and issue a mew draft with a preferred
alzarnative that includés & sigrificant reduction in Delta water divecsions. The analysis of this
alzecnatsve should include potertiasl environmantal benefits, how waser consecvatlom and octher proven
WATer MEEAJAMMAL Eools can help the state meet its future wabter seeds, and how such a reducticn,
combined with iovestments in other water supply scurces, could improve the -el:ability of urban water
aupplins.

I ales u-ge you to imclude, in thke pew preferced alternative, st leas: a3 much water dedicacsd to
#casfstem Testoration and proteccics a8 i required by the state®s plan Zo protect and restors the
delza == Che CALFED Bay-Delta Flar. The Departmant of Water Asssirces should work to restore the
delza protectlons in that plan that Bave been undermined during the past “ive years.

Finally, I urge you to issue a frll <raft envivomnmental impact cepor:z on the proposal te increass the
ey Fiate wate>- project's maximem pomping limit once improved sciemcific informat:om is availabla
cegacding the causes of the delte's cecline and once this decline has beem Teversed.

Sincecely,

Skercy Lozardo

1395 E. Kern

Tulace, CA $I2T4-4524
PEXY

South Delta Improvements Program December 2006
Final Environmental Impact Statement/ 8-42
Environmental Impact Report J&S 02053.02



U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

Te: 19166535077 Frea: 2022891050 1-20-0k  6:0lpm p. 4 of I

1-DB1 [0

Jaseary 20, 2006

Paul &, Marshall

Calfornia Department of Wabs: Fesounoes
Sopath Delte Branch

1416 §4n Street, 2nd Noor

Sacramento, CA F5814

Cear Mr, Marskall

| mm writing 1o offer my commenls on the draflt environmental impacl reportistalement Tor the Socth Delta Improvements Program,
paiticularly regarding the par of the project iha! would incroase the maximum pumping Em far Ihe state waler project's Dalla purps 1o
8,500 cubec feet per second. | strongly befbewa that this project is unnacessary and could further domage a Bay-Delta ecosystem that has
aready been harmed by excessive waler diversions,

| urge you o withdraw the drall environmental impact report and (558 & new draft 'ﬂl‘l ipfﬂ!'ﬂ'ﬂ Ildfl'lﬂl'dml‘l inzludes & significant
reduclion in Dela waler diversiors. The andiysis of this akemalive should include p ervvl . here waber
condervalion and clher proven wabsr manasgement 1ools can halp the stale meed its future water needs, and how IIHH! reduction,
comiingd with ivestments in cther waber supply sources, could improve the reliab@ity of uban waler supples.

! ¢hso urge you bo include, in the new preferred akermative, at least a3 much waler dedicated bo ecosyslem restoration and prolection as
s required by the state’s plan to profect and reslore the della - the CALFED Bay-Della Flan. The Department of Waler Resources
shoukd work 1o restors the delta probections in that slan that have been undemined during the past five years

Firally, | urge you to isswe o Tull dralt ervdranmental impact report on i proposal bo increase 1he stabe waler project's mudmum

pumzing kil once improved sclentific information is available regarding the causes of Ibe dela's dechre and once this dedine has been
renve s

The entire United Siates of America locks to aclions of the Stafe of California as a guide for it's policies 5o please continue to bead the DE1-1
nation 10 preserve cur emaranment

Sincerely,

Dawd Beck

37 Reund Top Rd

Warren, NJ 070555534
3 JEA
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U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of Reclamation, Form Letter Comments
and the California Department of Water Resources

Te: 19166536077 From: 2022691050 1-20-06 2:0pm p. 3 of5

1-HH /1

Januazy 20, 2006

Paul &, HMarskall

Californ.a Departoent of Witeér Rescucces
Souzh De.ta Branch

1415 9ch Sczeet, Iod floor

Aaccamente. CA P5EL4

Jeac M:. Hacshall,

I amwilting to offer my commerts cn the draft environmental iTpact cepoct/statenent for the Soutk
Jelta Isprovesents Program, particularly regarding the part of tae project that would increase the
maiimum pumpifg linit for the state water project®s Delta puwss to 8, 500 cublo feet per second. I
areongly bBelieve that this project is unmecessery and could furtiec damage a Bay-De_ta ecosystem that
348 alzeady been harmed by excessive water diveraiona.

I ucge you Lo withdraw the draft envirommental impact cessct and l#sue & new draft with a preferred
aliernative that includes a sigrificant reduction in Delta watec divecsions. The analysis cof this
altecnative should include potertial environmental benefics, how wates conse-vation and other proven
water pansgjement tools cam help the atace maat its futurs water Seeds, and how such a reduction,
combined with investmenta in other water supply sources, could improve zhe zel:ability of urban water
supplies,

I alsc u-ge you to include, im che new prefecced alternative, at leass as much water dedicated Co
=COSysten Testoration and protecticn as is required by the stace’s plan =o protect and restors the
delza -- the CALFED Bay-Delta Plar. The Cepactment of Water Resources should work 0o restors the
delza protect.ons in that plam that bave been undermined during the past five Yeacs.

Finally, I wrge you oo fssue 4 foll craft environmental impazt cepor: on the preposal s increase the

JTate Wate:r RIs)ect’s maximum proping limit once improved asieatific infosmation is available
cagarding the cauges of the delts*s cecline arnd once this dezline hay besn =eversed.

prace,

L didn"t rea..ze the $an franzlscc bay area is the largest west coas: ouzilow Lnte the pacific ic all

the western hemisphers. of ourse we nesd B0 do Our best & DOTESO 20 teep LI 1B PaAcH. PoAcH HH-1
i Zincezaly,

F0LT HOLZAN

POB 4644
Accata, Ch P5E.B-46E64
(B2 Y

R TN
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January 20, 2006

Paul A, Marshall

Califernia Deparcment of Water Rescurces
South Delta Branch

1416 9th Street, 2nd loar

Sacraments, CA 95814

Cwar Mr. Marshali,

1 am writing be offer my comments on the draft envirenmental impact report/staterment for the South Delta
Improvemants Frogram, particularly regarding the part of the praject that would increase tha maximum pumging lirmit
for the stabe water project’'s Dalta pumps to 8,500 cubic fest per second.

1 strongly babeve that the Bay-Delta ecosystem already has bean harmaed by excessive water diversions, anc this
project will cause further damage. [n addition, the preject is unnecessary. 1 urge yeu to withdraw the draft
anvironrmental mpact regart and issue 8 new draft with & preferred alternative that includes a significant reduction in
Delta waker diversions. The analysis of this alternative should inclede potential anvirenmaental benelics, how water
conservation and other proven wakter management toals can help the state meet its future water needs, and how such a
I‘ldl’.ll:hbnl'l, comibingd with invesoments in other water supply sources, could improve the reliabilicy of urban wacer
supplies,

It Is tima for the whole state to start planring major water-conservation programs, as cutlined by the Pacific Instituze's
report “Waste Mot Want Net,” available on-line (see hittp:/fwww, padinst.org/reports/furban_usage/media_release btm), JN-1

[ also urge you to inchude, in the new preferred alternative, at least as much water dedicated to ecosystem restaration
and pretection a3 is required by the state's 'an to protect and restore the deita -- the CALFED Bay-Delta Plan. The
Department of Water Aesources should work to restore the delta protections in that plan that have baen undermined
during the past five years.

Firally, I urge you to issue a full drat envirenmental impact repert on the proposal to increase the state water project's
maximum pumping limit once improved scientific infarmatien is available to identify the causes of the delta's decline
and the current decling has bean reversed.

Sinceraly,
Jane Nielson

3727 Bumnside Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-9459

T=r)

!

i

)
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Janyary 18, 2008

Pad A Marghall

Caldsena Deparimant of Water Resowroes
South Delts Branch

1418 Gth Swrest, 26d Soor

Sacramenta, CA 35314

Diear Mr. Marshal,
| am wiking 1o ofer Fey nts o the draft e tul ot for #ut South Delta Imp L s P iy regarding

impact rep ragram,
the part of the project thal wiowld iscrease the masimum pumping kmit for the state water peoge’s Dela pamps b B.500 cubic Seel par second. |
strangly believe that this project i ernesessary and could furfher dermage & Bay-Dela scoayibem [had has siready been harmed by fxcesive waker
divers o

[ 1 withdraw the draft savirsamental impact report and isse & mew draft with & prefeered abersabive that inchades & sigaificant reduction i
gmmmmum aRermative shou'd [Btlede potentisl emvirermental benefies, how water conservation and othe’ proven wiler
managemest toalk can hals the slabe meet its fufure water needs, and how suzh a reduction, combined with nvestmants in ofser waler supply sourees,
eoule improve the reiabilty of erban waler supplies,

| aho urge you b Hiekide, i Ehe mew prefermed allemative, of least 5 much waler dechcated to ecouysem restoration and protection a8 i reguired by
e stale's plan be paolec! and rewtone the delta — the CALFED Bay-Deks Plan. The Dep of Wiater R should wirk te reslone the delta
prolectiond i that plan that have been undermined during the pasi free years.

Finaby, | wge yow bo ssus & kil draht sevironmental impact report on the propesal to isarsase the slabe waler project’s maximum pumping brl cnce
mzedmﬂ:wmu wvailabie regarding T causes of the dela's deaing and cace this coclow has Deen reversed.

Protectizn of eur natwal rescurces aad ihe widife that depend oo them & just s Important 8% providing waber b2 grow ow focd. JO-1
Sincersty,

Joann DeSanbs
FH4 5 i
Morthridge, CA B1324-1752

usA
b
£
§
¥
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Pl A Markadl

Culifrmis Duparsvest of Waler Resoatire
S e Delia Branch

1416 e Sarwad, Zaed flosr

Bacramenty, CA 93004

Dher M. Masrhall,
Avwreniddent ol s 3F Bay Arew visce childhond, | ms awwre of the vnique biological wewurs that the ieleed delis wed 12 be. There i & imadl amoust of thily tronmry

emining - we cies rESarn & sigalicanl past of thin grem b2 its o7 gioal grandear. B i apaitud & do for biclagal diwersiny - wikich is secessary for (hm Feters beadlh ML-1 .
and warvival of st gl the bacal area, foor e Rurger sanisoamant sz @ whole.

it ba o e a0 the dral v d st Tepart fot a3 ok Dolts Inproverseals Program, partsclarly regarding the part of
:1:::‘:: *;;I-irlsmut & maimn pummping Dt for 1he siady wabee praject's Dela pumpa 12 8,300 cubic feut por second. | arongly belirvs fhat this praject
\w g paaary ind ceald furiber damags o Bay -Delin eeoaymen that bas alrvady been hamid by sxorseive Wl A e,

itk e drad sevirosceesal imspact report el imvun & s deall with & prefened altersative thal iscledes & sigaificast eduction in Dalea water
1::5-:-1}- uu?m ::‘nh :;:r_'r‘ :l-i-lp':tl-h peteniial enviremeatal bemdits, baw water conservilion anid ther proven wlr SASRE AT toals com e ip

e viade smeat i Pugure water poeds, and haw sech & ook bined with wi in cther waler spply iemrcen, could imprave the relishilify of whan water
npplics.
T ki age yow 1o nc o, in e v o feered wienasive, ot boaat ax och waber dediizated 82 avosystets reiberstion and s a6 reqared by the wile's plaste

protestad swiors S delis - e CALFED Bay-Delts Flas The Depanment of Wiser Russarces should wark o rwitare th 4 la proteqion: i i plis isat bive
been sndermined dering S pai Gve yrars.

i i ing limit coce umgraved
Familly. | wrge yom 1o inres & full drafl eovirenmentsl mapact repod oo i ot o gl b irsrame La 1lale WAl progest’s mtimeen pareg g
u:miis formation i valvk roparding e casmes of e dela's devline asd sucr this detlint has ben rrversed.

Aincaraly,

Whichae| Liweil]

1717 Lincels Ave Apl 13
Ban Falfssl, A $1901-2129
LEA
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Jumary 19, D004

Paml & Marckall

Callifsmia Deparscat of Wale' Reamrse)
Eeuih Delia Mranch

T 16 ek Strwnd, 2o floar
Baoremente. CA 95804

Dhenr Wb, Mwrahall

Ahough ] e set & Californin rosidess, | spesd & week in Saw Francisco evary yoar or bas. My weithe ham baine s coaferences ia the aren aad my dusghier aad | travel
el ey 5 e g gpend the week saploring the wildlife aem wroend the Ban Frasciss Bay.

i i il ol

crsed by the Daparnsant =f Wiler Besowron’ dralt savisoamentsl ingpact repart o the 8ok Dlhh_q:lmmil Fragram, wpecifically s prapa
::»Tt::-pi::u for the Dy a pam 10 8,500 cwbls fant por secard. | bedleve that v part of fe project wil ba vary Sansimartal do i fisherves of ha San
Frascises Bay.

g e b abarddon the incrvased waser divarsioss, wd inetoad advatate s akomative hat weuld redecs walar divarsiens, alipring the loss of waler with crvaed
walnz conservaion ilforis @d improved wanewater snd @ susdw aler maagrmml,

Thask yew for cunsi daring my comments, The wildlifa of S Fraseisce Buy is wnationul ireware, asd one tht Thaps 02 comlines Is oy, Vw10 holp protect thie
Srwmre by o bl i rrduce wiser divershoas TG-1

Fnserelr.

Troy Gordea

#7038 K Rowts E

Hurrisbary, Ml 632561131
DaA
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Paul A Marshall

California Department of Water Rescurces
South Delts Bramch

1416 9th Street, 2nd Moor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Coar Mr. Marshall,

Recantly [ was made aware of & draft environmental impact report/statement for the South Delta Imgrovements Program. Aftes
Iooking over key ehements of the project, particularly the part that would incresss the magmen pumping limit For the stats waker
project’s Delta pumps bo B, 500 cubic feet par secand, 1 feel | must register a sirosg protest.

Based on the Information [ have read, this project is unnecessary. Beyond “unnecessary” -- itis actively harmful to our state's fish | DG1-1
and wildlife and, ultimately, we humans, & wall,

This praject will cause further damage a Bay-Delts ecoaystem that has already been harmed by excessive water diversions,

T urge you bo withdraw the dealt envisanmental impact report and issus & new draft with a preferred sltesnative that inchades a
signFicant reduction in Dl water diversions. The analysis of this alterrative shoud include potential envirenmental benefits, how
water canservation and other proven water management tools can help the state meat its future water needs, and how such 3
reduction, combined with investments in otker water supply sources, could irgerove the reliability of urban mater dugplies

1 slso wrge you to inslude, in the new preferred alternative, at least as much water dedicated to ecosysbem rastoration and
mrobection as b5 required by the state's plan to protect and restore the delta -- the CALFED Bay-Delta Plan. The Department of Water
Reseurces should work to restare the delta grotections in that plan that have been undermingd during the past five yesrs.

Firally, | urge you to issue & full draft environmental imaact repart on the proposal to incredss the state water project’s maximam
sumping limit ance Improved scientific information i avallable regarding the causes of the deita's decline and once this decling has
been reversed.

Sinceraly,
Deborah Giordano

17848 Columbis Drive
! Castro Vallew, CA 94552-1739

4 1)
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January 19, 2006

Paul A Marshadl

Calitornia Departmant of Water Ressurces
South Dalin Branch

1446 Sth Streal, Ind Hoor

Sacraments, CA BE814

Daar Mr, Marahall,

Recenl activity o the part of the fedoral g it has o m:hmmﬂ_mﬂnlmmzﬂ:- K1
basefit of thoughtial deliberation and adequabe proparalion. California doss not nesd Lo emulate The currbat feder
adeninistration’s sxamplé.

Eal impact reper i lor the Soulh Della
mmlnwddnhﬂummmh—hm
|M-mﬁum,m4uwﬂmmmwﬁmwm-m-dmml liemit o
The Rtibs waber m'nmmunmupmwmlmdrwm-lﬂﬂhm B UNNSCE ATy
m:ﬂiw*wlwmumwummmmnwm-wﬂﬁﬂwm

1-rpruuuwiMmn-m;-ﬂmmm—ilm--mmmn-mwmn

i i of this allsrnative should I
includes n significant redection in Dalta water diversions. The sasiysis -

savironmanial bonefits, how waber conservalisn and othar pe et ¢ tosls cam help the siate mest iis
Buibare wabir nedds, and how such ar Eigan, d wailh b s Im other walsr supply seurtes, could ngrove

tha reliability of urban water supplies.

|-lumpr—tnlglu-.uﬁ-m-pmﬂﬂm-m;nwln“ﬂmm:ﬂﬂuml:fﬂ:‘;ﬂlm
-lpnh-numuhr*mh&-aw:uhhpum-umwnh mulnmrlnlnﬂla“: .
mtdmwmmmmunnw-m-mumumm'inlhﬂm-m arenin
during the pasl five year.

o increase the atats waler project’s
Fimaily, | urgs you o istus a hdl draft emvironmental impact report on the proposal .
m-;nnxgllnm;u-mﬂmlﬂumummmmwﬂhdmnmﬂnm
pace this decling haa bess raversed.

Sincersly,

sk Amvdroews

220 Sunset Way

Muir Boach, CA B4RES-0T4E
(1]

e
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January 18, 2008

Paul A. Marshall

California Department of Water Resources
South Defla Branch

1416 9th Street, 2nd floor

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Marshall,
| mm writing to let you knew that the South Delta Improvement Program kills the Della and its deminishing

fishes. We all peed water; and fishes nood it more. And by suggesiing taking mere waber from of the Delta will
not have any segative effect on its wildlife is wreng!

5T

| strongly beliewe that this project is ensecessary and could furthes damage a Bay-Delta scosystem that has
already been harmed by enceasive water diversions.

| urge you to withdraw the draft i tal impact report and issue a new draft with a preferred
alternative that incledes & significani reduction in Delta water diversions. The analysis of this alternative
shauld include potential envircamentsl benefits, how waler conservation nnd other p waler Il ]
tools can helg the state meel its future waler needs, and how such a reducti bined with invesl s in

siher water supply sources, could improve the reliability of urban water supplices.

| alas urge you to include, in the new preferred alternative, at leas! as much waler dedicated to ecosystem
restoration and protection as is required by the state's plan to protect and restore the della — the CALFED
Bay-Delta Plan. The Department of Water Ressurees should work to restore the delta pratections in that plan
that have bean undermined during the pasi five yoars.

Finally, | urge you to issue a full drafl envirenmental impact roport on the propesal to increase the state water
project's maximum pumping limit once improved acientific infarmation is svailakle regarding the causes of the
delta’s decline and once this decline has besn reversed.

Sincorely,

Sawwah Tamng

10800 Peach Grove 3t

Morth Hollywood, CA S1601-4675
UsA

E——
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Jumary 19, 2006

Pacldl A Mlarehall

California Deparmest of Waber Revourcen

South D lia Brusch

1416 Sth Swreat, Ind floss
Sacramealo, CA F3004

Do bl Wurehall
1w concarsed abeut the drall savironmental impact repsrtsiaizment for fhe South Delta lmprovernisla Frogram. TH-1

| stroagly belicve thal thin project is smecoimry aned ¢ould Barther dumage o Bay-Dinls eyt that hus already Twon bavmad by srcemive wiber diversiaas, B is st
whcesary be iscrsase the marimem pamping limit to B, 303 enbie feot por nasend mnd wotld saly ievacably harm the Delin

1 mrge you b witdems e drall snvirsamontal iplwﬂhmuw&dwﬁlpfdmdnﬂml-ﬁtﬂldru sigrificnst rodustioa in Dl water
diveraons
We need te peters b6 widty Cassenvation mad ether prowin wler Iasagement looli be mel sar fatare wier aveds.

We alss need 1o et omil oursehos B sconyabem realorlon aed profvction an i Pequred by e stee's plan to peobesd wnd rensore the delin - ihe CALFED Bry-Dielm
Pl

i your i inkility. ol drall
-] , a8 @ ky plaver in e Bupariment of Waler Easoarots bo retlarn saed praiedi the n_ﬂ.u. ol dealry i falwry -n_ﬂulﬂgf Please sl w8
..Tm..;ﬂ fmpact report regmding e cai af b Deer'y Seclise and e Gaher impact this preposal woald bave o

Fimdwrily,

Teai Nl

111 Somil Bareet
Bauialite, TA SIB48-1535
DiA
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January 13, 2006

Paul A, Marshall

California Departmert of Water Resources
Sauth Dalka Branch

1416 9th Street, 2nd floor

Sacraments, CA 95814

Daar Mr. Marshall,

mare harm than help. [ urge you to withdraw the draft enviranmental impact report and issue & new draft with 2
praferced alternative that includes a significant reduction in Delta water diversions. 1 urge you to issue a full draft
enyironmental impact report on the propesal to increase the state water project’s maximum pumping imt once
impreved scientific information is available regarding the causes of the delta’s decline and ance this decline has been
raversed. THINK AHEAD, WAY AHEAD! Thank yau,

Sinceraly,

Kathryn Wiid

7275 Canyon Breaze

San Diege, CA 92126-2076
usa

of §

1-KW

Water diversions from the Klamath River were catastrophic. Diverting weter from the Bay-Delta ecosystam will cause | Kw-1

I KW-2

g, -
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Jancary 15, 2004

Paul A Maruball

Colifornia Depersmeat o Walcr Resources
South Dwlia Brasch

1416 Wh Seroal, Ind Do
Sacramealo, CA B804

I Ay .

Diear b, Mariball |

" i '] 1 g tha part of
I | o ol the druft Rl Tt ﬁ'hﬂﬂﬂhlﬂrlﬂ_ﬂ.lh“p.ﬁﬂb‘ﬂ!ﬂ a
:p;::'n“u wud-fm e :...'_ pumping limit foe 1he sinbe waler praject’s [l passps o 8.300 cubic Berd per wecomd, | mreagly believe fhal his preject
8 g esnary med cosld feriber dumags & Bay-Debta seorymen thal has airady bem harmied by s sl diverisas,

1 % e drafl pevirommenia | s (vt @ awwr dradt wwith & prefirred alburnative that isceden n cigificast reduction in Duli water
mrllu'm:hifdill-u'ldhmM?’q-:ldumpﬂm'Hin'ip“—ihuﬂ'-_hlﬁu\-“:—m-iﬂrpmﬂ'Hldr-qﬂ_ e ook oo belp
e pinle maat it Pobure water seeds, wad bow vach & reds dvintd with i | other watee sply ources. coubd imprave the relisbilay of whm witer
mppliee

I inie e altorpa .uluuu-at-lnai:mu-mnmuﬂmm-hhwnhmwh
::‘r:ift:‘":l.:;... ...";..T'm h,-'ndu;n The Diepariment of Witer Rasourzen shead d werk b resbars e delis pratedtis in thst plan that have
been undermised duriag e past fve yrars.

L . . . . ol
Finally, | 16 maue & (il draf smviropments] Fpadl report o ik propesal I ||_-m|--_|h:hn-w-r|ru|n‘lmn—p-pm‘hlulm impraw
pﬁwﬁs::x:a:unumhmiqﬁmihﬁmbdhdm thin decling bis Bt ryversed,

Rormember, pou are & vereaat of e people, setof meelal istreats. LD
Simrdly,

Dierats
BT Oarein 5t

Elniae Ciry, CA MEIT-5208
UEA
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Janwary 19, 2006

Paul A Marshall

Califernia Department of Water Resources
South Dolia Branch

1418 Sth Stresl, Ind Hoor

Sacraments, CA 95814

A ot

Daar Mr. Marshall,

wnila
| s writing to sffer my commonts on the draft environmental impact report/stalemant for the South Delia Improvem
Program.

The Deltn bay ecosystem is alroady degraded by he v wabir jrawls 1ot have taken place in the past This DR-1
i ba snh o, mot further degradid
mn-nnmllnn-ﬁ#murn-ﬂmuu
lw‘-mtﬂ-llbln'llﬂnﬂlmMmmm“‘m-mﬂtﬁulmm.'mm.mt:n
Imm-mlmﬂmlnuu-ﬂmﬂmmnnyﬂldmuw heu b -
anviroamintal banelis, how walir conservation fd ather water ] L] L L
mmm:umm- dcl i ‘:m i i3 in other waler supply seurces, could improve
the relisbility of wrban wiler sepphiea.

uluuq-:nulnhdu-u.hlnmpmmmlnﬂnulumnm-uu“;muummﬂ:uu
-Imun-lnrmrﬂl,Ilunu";pl-nulellmmlhﬂlu—mr.llﬂblw-lﬂh!m -
Department of Water Rescurces should weork to restors the dalla protactions im that plan that have been undermd
during the past Bve yoars.

Fh-h-.lwp:whlnutﬂl-'IIlm“ilmmm“‘m‘hmm'ﬂ“i““*'mﬁw"

i s pumping limit once improved scientific § £ 4 g the of the delta's decline and
ence this decline has been wdd

Bincersly,

Banma Riddie

1238 Craat Or

Eugens, DR 74051902

usa
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Junuary 23, 2006
Pasl A. Marshall

Calforia Department of Waler Resources
Soulh Deka Branch

1416 3ih Sareat, Ind Roor

Sacramento, CA 55814

Dear Mr, Marshall

| speak for my family and most of my freings and relslives in Califomia. We are concemed aboad the DWR's proposed inter? 1o Ircresss
1he pumnplng deseribec in the drafl envirenmental impact repotistatement for ihe South Delln Improsements Frogram

The increased pumping up bo £, 500 cubic feet per second has the very real probabilily to resull ia dJamaging further the stressed San | TRT-1
Francisco Bay-Delta ecosystem that has been abused from years of excessive waler diversions.

We request you lo adopt the Mo Astion alemalive and usdedake new sludes for wabter conservation and management thal wil rot resull
in sdctioral adverse effects on the Dela, TRT-2

Like many olfvers. we urge you to sdopt @ program that would include cedicaling o least &s mech waler Lo ecosysiem resloration and
proteclion as ks required by the stale’s plan to protect and restore the deita - the CALFED Bay-Oefia Plan, We also urge e DWR 1o
sponsor independent scientific anabysis lo document the causes of the deita’s dechine, and adopd Tulure programs that would protect |he

delta and remedy [ha problems idenlified.

Thank you for the opportunily o commant. Flease s our suggestions Lo heart.
Sincerely,

Temry R, Thomas

2520 Snow Ln
Redding, CA 560033419
sa
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To: 19166536077 From: 2022691060 1-23-06 J:dlpm p. 5 of 6
Jorwsary 33, Be04
Faml & Marchad]
ol ifornin Deparoeesi of Waber Besources
Sweh Dabia Branch
1416 Bch Saruat, Ind Bear
Sacrumanto, TA 91514
Drear By Marakall
Thils leter In intewded 1o submit my e (b drak amvir | mpast report vl emaal for dhe Souh Delta improvemests Progen, particalacly tegeting
e pedl o e projecd hat would crare the maxinem pongping, [imi for dhe mate walsr peojects Delm pusgpe (o 8,330 obic faet! second. This preject saem
wrmace sy 8l peentially barmfal 12 the Bay-Dlts seonyvien alresdy daraged by scoesmive waler dversioa,
1 wemdd prefer thint you withdriw e dral esvircomental impast report carmestly on e tavle sl initend prosert & drafl with visble ssrmatives, incheding s NS-1
REDUCTION in Delia waler dversioni.
1 do pot boal e ve e Darresl regant tien i oor currenl wter potentia] and walsr-saving bechnology. sech s the mirebecsen of waoer-mving devices, colleise and
e ificlion o AT 4 prashs Forfirwer imperviow vwrlisces in widsly paved sress, wd 5o fath, NS-2
Tha wawr sanlysin shonld review polestial sriroasminl benefity, haw waler conscrvatics sad sutablafied, owelligest waler managensat fsl oo b Ip Callfornin st
it figmare waler neods, wnd how Pack a redectica, comtbined with i ia glber watsr sepply sourcer. could improvs S reliskility of erbes walar vepplien
T aleo e you o dnchude, i dhve worw peednrred alleremtive, ol Joit o etk wites dedicabed 10 scorpeom rsterution asd probection m i reqeired by de saies plas e
protect mad restors e delis - the CALFED Bay-Delta Plan The Deparimest of Water Ressareas sheuld werk 1o redtars the delis profection i %as plas hat bnve
bawa andormined during Bae pant five yrarn
Finally, [ wrgs you to isms a fell draft snviresmenial imgact regart o e propesal i inorease (b ilale walsr preject’ matimes pasping linil cocs impraved
weientific mioroation v arulahle regeding ®o comen of the de la's desr line wed oncs dhis declmne bas beim reversed.
1 thirk wll s wonld b 5n lime mod only with By recposibilifine you bave m your porizien, bet the respspeld 1 e you bave i & porses bs power te ol B U feform
el ibiresa sed i e decisivo-takere chair. Thask yeu for yor Sins.
Simaeraly,
Mok Basdori
&6 oaloor @ ¥ i
Davm, CA 558166031
UEA

\
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29 1.DB2
January 22, 2006

Paul A. Marshall

California Department of Water Resources
South Della Branch

1416 @th Stroet, 2nd fMloor

Sacraments, CA 93814

Dear Mr. Marshall,

1| am writing to offer my comments on the draft environmental impact reportistatement for the South Delta
Improvements Program, particularly regarding the part of the project that would increase the maximem
pumping limit for the state waler project's Delta pumps to 8,500 cubic feet per second. | sirongly belleve that
thia project is unnecessary and could further damage a Bay-Delta ecosystem that has already been harmed by
excessive water diversions.

1 urge you bo withdraw the draft envirenmental impact report and issue a new draft with a preferred
alternative that incledes & significant reduction in Delta water diversions. The analysis of this altemative
hould include poafantial i tal benefits; how water conservation and other p waler I ]

toals can help the state meet its future watler needs, and how such a reduction, ined wilk | i ia in
other waler supply seurces, could improve the reliability of arban water supplies.

| alge wrge you be include, in the new preferred alternative, al least as much water dedicated to ecosystem
restoration and protection as is required by the state's plan o protect and restore the della - the CALFED
Bay-Deita Plan. The Department of Water Resources should work to restore the delta protections in that plan
that have been undermined during the pasi five years,

| am a former resident of Marin, having lived there for most of my life and care deeply for the San Francisce DE2-1
and its wildlife. | am a graduate of the Envirenmantal Forum of Marin and support efferts to monitor the water
of the bay and its delicate balance. Plaass think of the future of the bayll!

Finally, | urge you to issue a full drafi environmental impact report on the proposal to increase the stale water

project’s maximum pumping limit once impreved sclentific infermation is avallable regarding the causes af the
delta’'s decline and once this decline has been reversed.

Sincerely,

Dena Borgstrom

10612 Milkweed Dr

Great Falls, VA Z2066-3309
usa
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EX,
Junuary 22, 2006 1'DGZ
Faul A Marshall

California Départrment of Waler Resources
Soulh Delta Branch

1416 Oth Strawt, 2nd Nooe
Sacramanta, CA E5814

Dear M. Marshall
PLEASE SEE MY ADDITIONAL COMMENTS BELOW.

| am writrg b0 offer my comments on the drafl environmental impas! reportistatement Tor the South Deta improvements Program,
particularty regarding the par of he prajecl hat would increass the maximum pumping limil for the stale waler project’s Della pamps lo
B.500 cubne feel per second | sirongly bebeve that this praject is unnecessary and could further damage & Bay-Dolla scosystem that has
already besn harmed by ercessie waler diversions,

| wige you to withdrnw the draft environmental impact report and issue @ new drafl with a prefenned aiternalive that inciudes a significant
reduction in Delta waber diversians. The analysis of thes atemalive should inciude polential emviroamental benefits, how waler
conservation and alber proven waler maragement tools can help the stale rmeet its fulere wiler neads, and how such o reduction,
comoined with fvestments in othed waber supply sowrces, could improve the reliabiity of urbas water suppies.

| also wge you lo Include, in the new preferred ateomalv least a5 much waker dedicated to scosysiem reslonalion and prolection as
I8 required by the state’s plan to prolect and restone the delta — the CALFED Bay-Della Plan. The Depariment of Water Resqurces
should work fo resdore the delta probections in tha! pian that have been underm ned during the pasl five years

Finadty, | urge you to issue a ful draft emviroamental impact report on the proposal bo increass the stale waber project's makimum
pumaing imil once improved scientific informalion i available regarding 1he causes of the dellas deckine and once this decine has been
reversed.

IH ADDHTEON - | Teel Foe waler conservalion projects arouyd Lbve stale [Such as rebates for icw-waler oilets and washing machines) are

MOT adequabely advertised. | did & shdy on the situation in San Diego and abhough tney have grest programs (and have had good DG2-1
Success), Mamy residents are nol sware of the potential rebates available. This infermation should be easy to find and should be

adverised somehow to ket pecpie know thelr eptions and use indhvidual Caldforndans to really spark massive water efficiency
Irgprovements around the state,

Sincerely,

Diana Ginnebawsgh
100 Pasita Ter Apt 120
3;1:':-«&. CA B4085-4857
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321-RA

Janwazy 212, 2006

Paul A. Macshall
Califoznia Departnent of Wates Ressurces
Zouth Delta Branch

14156 9eh Bezeet, Ind floor
Sacramants, CA 95814

eac Mz, Macshall,

I am & zeciTed US Ferest enployes. §or 18 years befors my cetiressnt, [ Teviewed and corrected KEPA
docunents poepared for all projects €n our 2.2 million acre forest. [ am an expert on the MEPA.

I have zead your DEIS for the South Delta Isprovements Program. Allew me ©o 2ay sir. that it iz by
fac =he wssst I have ever read. Thece ace scores of NEPA errocs ia yous document. Space does not RA-1
allow wd o ZdeRCify them all Rere. Hosaver, I would highly rescomsend that you have pomesns witk ewven
a basic keow_edge of HEPA review your CRIS before you prosesd fircher.

I am pacticularly comcerned about your anvironmerntal effects analysis of your proposal o imcredse
the maximan pumping limit for the Delta purpa. I have knoswledge of aquazic orgasisres asd ctheir RA-2
Aabizat as we.. a3z NEPA. T canrot Eelieve that your incceased pumping Limic will not have adverss
effects on the Bay-Delta aguatic eccaystes.

WEy do you not state This in your smvironmental effects finding for The projectt

[ azg you to withdraw the DEIS anc issus a new deaft ... that ip ceccectly Jdooe.

I alsc ask you to inclede, in your pew prefecved albecnakive [waich iz certais of you do & good RA-3
Analysis. & proposal to save Water just for Aguatic ecosystem regtoration,

Afzer al. thiz 1& your job.

Youe Tinal DECS submitted for public review must be based on scieace and noet oz those who might RA-4
profit JinascLally from increasicg the warer pupping limie.

Gincezely,

Richa=d Arcley

415 Zast Morth Ind
Grangeviiie, -D B3530-1357
UsA
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Responses to Comments

1-JG-1, 1-RG-1, 1-RT-1, 1-JN-1, 1-TG-1, 1-DG1-1, 1-TRT-2,
1-NS-1, 1-NS-2, and 1-DG2-1

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

1-PM1-1, 1-AN1-1, 1-SL-1, 1-ST-1, 1-DR-1, and 1-TRT-1

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wildlife, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant.

1-EL-1

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wetlands, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant. One goal of the SDIP is to improve water quality
in the interior south Delta. The SDIP achieves this goal in many areas of the
south Delta.

1-PM2-1, 1-DB1-1, 1-HH-1, 1-JD-1, 1-ML-1, 1-TN-1, 1-KW-1,
1-LD-1, and 1-DB2-1

The SDIP is intended to balance the needs of the environment with the needs of
the water users south of the Delta. Impacts identified as potentially significant
will be mitigated to a less than significant level to ensure minimal effects on the
environment.

1-KA-1

The SDIP Draft EIS/EIR represents a full-faithikkajeffort to disclose the effects of
the SDIP actions to ensure that decision-makers, including DWR and
Reclamation, have the best available information on which to base a decision.
As described further in Master Response B, Relationship between the South
Delta Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline, DWR and
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Reclamation have committed to another CEQA/NEPA compliance document that
will include any new information gathered during the POD investigations, prior
to making a decision on increasing diversions.

1-KW-2

Please see Master Response B, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline.

1-RA-1

DWR and Reclamation believe the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR meets the requirements
of NEPA and CEQA.

1-RA-2

The effects of the SDIP on biological resources, including wildlife, are fully
described in the SDIP Draft EIS/EIR in Chapter 6, which includes impact
assessment for fish, vegetation and wetlands, and wildlife. Where a significant
effect is found to result from implementation of the SDIP, DWR and
Reclamation will implement mitigation measure(s) to ensure that the overall
impact is less than significant.

1-RA-3

Please see Master Response D, Developing and Screening Alternatives
Considered in the Draft EIS/EIR.

1-RA-4

The SDIP Draft EIS/EIR utilizes the best available tools and information. As
described further in Master Response B, Relationship between the South Delta
Improvements Program and the Pelagic Organism Decline, DWR and
Reclamation have committed to another CEQA/NEPA compliance document that
will include any new information gathered during the POD investigations, prior
to making a decision on increasing diversions.
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